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The Big Issue: It is now obvious that the Administration, striving desperately to down Senator 


McCarthy, has embarked upon a series of moves which, if successful will take the nation a long way 
toward dictatorial government. | 


These moves are depicted as an effort of President Eisenhower to shield himself from a McCarthy 
“domination” of the Republican Party which, of course, is sheer moonshine. Back of these moves are 
the left wing groups that have successfully penetrated the Republican Party and who see in Senator 


McCarthy a chance to build an omnipotent Executive who will have the power to hasten the establish- 
ment of a socialist State in America. 


The McCarthy saciid lah was grist for the mill of the White House left-wingers. As tensions 
mounted, the Truman “gag” ordinance was invoked to prevent the Committee from finding out what 
happened at the conference of January 21. This ordinance had been flayed by | the Republicans in the 
1952 campaign as a long step toward a totalitarian State. 


Then Senator Prescott Bush, the internationalist from Connecticut, reportedly inspired by the 
Palace Guard, dropped a bill into the hopper to revise congressional hearings so as to protect witnesses, 
and this touched off a war whoop from such left-wingers as Senator Kefauver, Humphrey and Murray; 


they had ideas on how to make congressional committees impotent. The Bush ideas were sufficient, but 
the Democratic left-wingers tried to gild the lily for party reasons. Then Attorney General Brownell 
stepped in with his extraordinary charge, that McCarthy was upsetting the Constitutional balance of 


power between the Executive and Congress, was in fact usurping Executive power in receiving data 
from informants in the Pentagon about ignored FBI reports. 


Brownell’s statement, in the opinion of eminent Constitutional lawyers consulted by HUMAN 
EVENTS, is absurd. Open the American Constitution. The first article deals with Congress, the sec- 
ond with the Executive and the third with the Judiciary. The Founding Fathers intended that Congress 
was to be the most important part of the Government, and that-one of its chief duties should be. to 
keep a sharp watch on the Executive (the historical source of dictatorial power). Congress established 
the permanent body known as the Government Operations Committee in both the Senate and the House. 
The function of these Committees is to ferret out wrongdoing in the Executive. The Constitution spe- 
cifically gives Congress the power to impeach either the Chief Executive or any subordinate, and all 
Federal Judges, including those of the Supreme Court. 


This power obviously cannot be exercised unless Congress can have access to facts of wrongdoing 
in the Executive or the Judiciary. Any informant, therefore, in the Executive who gives either of the 
permanent Government Operations Committees (and McCarthy is Chairman of the Senate Committee) 
information about the Executive is not giving such information to an unauthorized person. He is 
giving it to an authorized person, and the chairman of a group set up by Congress for the express 
purpose of enabling Congress to perform its Constitutional mission of uncovering wrongdoing in the 
Executive, and such an informant is not interfering with the enforcement of the law by the Executive 
but merely reporting to the Congress failure of such enforcement. 
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Constitutional lawyers note that the Executive gives a warped impression of our form of Govem. 
ment; it talks of the “separation of powers,” but says nothing of the “checks and balances.” 


Historically, autocratic government is fashioned when the Executive of a free government is able 
to reduce a parliament or congress to impotence. Legislative bodies are normally the defenders of 


freedom. Executives invariably strive to bring legislative bodies under control and enhance their 
own power until it becomes sufficient to shape legislation. 




















_ The American Executive is already possessed of enormous economic power — a condition which 
the Constitutional fathers never intended — and, through the exercise of this enormous power, the nation 
witnessed numerous “rubber stamp” Congresses under the New Deal. But if the White House Palace 
Guard can win the fight to reduce congressional investigating committees to impotence, confirm the power 
of the President to “gag” all Federal employees so that they cannot give information to such con- 
gressional committees, and finally make it a crime (and that is the real objective of the Brownell 
statement) for anyone in the Executive Branch to give evidence of any wrongdoing to the chairman of 
a congressional committee — then the American Presidency will be able to operate in the dark and 
pressure Congress into following its dictation. 
































What the Palace Guard is attempting is to make the White House into a Bergen with only Charlie 
McCarthys in Congress — not Joe McCarthys. 












Rights of Congressional Probers: Former Senator Burton K. Wheeler, mentioned these days as a 
possible candidate again from Montana, blasts the Eisenhower Administration today in an interview 
with HUMAN EVENTS. The President last week said that no employee of the Executive Branch had 
the right to give information directly to any member of Congress. Wheeler, who starred in 1924-5 as 


Senatorial investigator of the famous Teapot Dome and Elk Hills oil scandals, takes vigorous exception 
to the President’s stand. 




















“Our probes in the Twenties,” he said, “depended vitally on information given us from minor 
officials of the Department of Interior, the Department of Justice, and the Federal Trade Commission. 
When Senator Tom Walsh, my colleague from Montana, and myself prepared to reveal the fraudulent 
giving away of our oil resources by a member of the Cabinet we would have had a virtually impossible 


task in gathering data without the same sort of informants from within the Executive arm, as Eisen- 
hower now condemns.” 


















Wheeler, a Democrat, went on to describe how he and Walsh demanded data from Attorney 
General Harry M. Daugherty, and the latter refused — imposed a gag rule similar to that of 
Truman and Eisenhower. “We took the matter up with President Coolidge (a Republican) and he 
fired Daugherty. He replaced him with Harlan F. Stone, later to be Chief Justice of the Supreme Court; 
and Stone readily gave us whatever information we wanted. Secretary of the Interior Fall was forced 
out of office and later was convicted of receiving a bribe and served his time in the penitentiary.” 




















Wheeler concluded: “This issue of the right of Congress to receive information from officials in 
the Executive arm of the Government is precious, of the highest importance. The Congress has the 
Constitutional right and duty to check on what goes on in the Executive and to receive such informa- 


tion. Without this, congressional investigations would be crippled. It is disturbing that the President 
and so many people fail to realize this.” 


















Not Merely Gossip: The firing of Atomic Scientist J. Robert Oppenheimer came as a surprise here, 
for there have been rumors in the town for some time that the White House sought to have him com- 
pletely cleared. It is believed that strong pressure was exerted to this end. Credit for victory is given 
partly to (1) Atomic Commission Chief Lewis Strauss who fought stubbornly for years to bring the 
Oppenheimer case to a decision; and partly (2) to the board of which Gordon Gray, North Carolina 
educator, is a member. On Capitol Hill, the moral is drawn: in view of the shocking facts revealed 
about the associations of this atomic expert, the delving to root out security risks must go on. 
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@ Our Wall Street correspondent reporis intense disappointment in the business community with 
Ike’s speech at Columbia University over last weekend. Business had looked forward to some definite 
word on the Indo-China situation, and got nothing. In Washington, observers who watch the Cohn- 
Schine hearings stand aghast at Ike’s dig about “censorship,” obviously referring to McCarthy and the 
crackdown on Communists. They see as foremost the White House “gag rule” on information to probe 


bodies fully authorized to receive such information. Censorship has now become definitely identified 
with the Executive. 


@ In the Army and Navy Club, there are voiced many misgivings about the proposed venture 
into Indo-China on the ground that meanwhile we face danger in Korea. Officers returning from that 


peninsula say we have been weakening our forces there while the enemy has strengthened its offen- 
sive power. 


One for Ripley: Our attention has been called to a bulletin put out by the Atlantic Union Com- 
mittee for April, 1954. In a small block on Page 1, we read under the heading “AUC Contributions 
Deductible” the following: ‘All members will be glad to hear that the Department of Internal Revenue 
has now granted the AUC (Atlantic Union Committee) tax exemption. . . . This ruling will make it 
possible for many members to increase the size of their contributions over previous years and we 
hope will make it possible for us to expand our activities and do a bigger job.” 


The Atlantic Union Committee spends many thousands of dollars annually propagandizing the 
American people to abandon the Constitution and go into a common government with England, Canada, 
France, Belgium, Holland and Luxembourg — for a starter. It thus serves as the opening wedge for world 
government. Perhaps it is not so astonishing that the Atlantic Union should receive a tax exempt status 
under the Eisenhower Administration. For some time we have been pointing out that the Eisenhower 
Administration is honeycombed with world government advocates and that next year, it is expected, the 
big push will be on when the internationalists will make their supreme effort to destroy American sov- 
ereignty by making us a part of a world government. 


On what legal basis can tax exemption be justified for Atlantic Union? It is an organization whose 
whole program is political from beginning to end; it lobbies ceaselessly on Capitol Hill. Tax exemp- 
tion was never intended for organizations whose sole business is the promotion of political objectives. 
That it should be conferred on an organization which seeks to destroy the American Constitution and 
American sovereignty is one for Ripley. 


Genius for What? This week’s Saturday Evening Post runs an article entitled “Dr. Marvin’s Genius 
Factory.” It is a good piece of publicity for Marvin’s “show.” It should help enrollment at George 
Washington University which is the “factory” referred to in the title. Particularly when the prospec- 
tive student reads: “Over half of its graduates go into Uncle Sam’s employ.” Moreover, “three out of 
every four people at G.W. . . . hold down jobs on a full or part time basis.” What could be better 
than rubbing elbows with students who are themselves “retired admirals and generals, diplomats, at- 
torneys and businessmen who, already experts in their fields, take advantage of the university’s location 
(in downtown Washington) to update their education?” 


The suggested inference is that George Washington University is a good institution to attend if 
you want to be a bureaucrat or a more successful one. Many denizens of the Washington maze send 
their offspring there, and so do dignitaries of other lands who domicile in this city on the Potomac. 
This is where one meets the right kind of people. “If the country is to be run by a committee, be 
sure to get on the committee,” and one way to get on is to enroll in G.W. 


We know about G.W. through a student. When he was about sixteen, he showed a keen interest 
in and unusual knowledge of the free economy. He could tell you. all about government incompetence 
and skullduggery, and why a people are in good case only when their government tends to its kepltting, 
He had read more along these lines than the average postgraduate at G. W. does. 











Before his college career had hardly started he was drafted, and for two years he was stationed 
abroad. When he got back he showed signs of having undergone a change; he was restless and un- 
decided as to what to do with himself. Somewhere along the line of duty he had lost that bitter attitude 
to the bark of the top sergeant which he had expressed on being drafted. Apparently, he had made an 
adjustment. For, shortly after his return he decided that “foreign service” was a good place for a young 
man. He explained that he would go into it for a while, so as to “learn the ropes,” and then would enter 


the export business; this, of course, was to justify to himself the conflict between his previous frame of 
mind and his new one. 


Vol. 
























He enrolled in G.W., meanwhile taking an underling’s job in Acheson’s State Department. We met 
him a year later and noticed immediately that the metamorphosis was almost complete; he changed the 
































subject when we maliciously brought up some of the ideas he espoused before he came to Washington mn 
and enrolled in G.W. He avoided us thereafter; he was “‘on the committee,” and we were not. left 
Dr. Marvin, the President of this University, so says the article, once detected a Communist cell on be | 
the campus and weeded it out. But, what kind of mind is being turned out in his “factory”? con 
lisk 
TV Front: Our Associate Editor, Frank Chodorov, will appear on the “Author Meets Critics” program, 
Sunday, June 13, for a discussion of his book The Income Tax: Root of All Evil. Governor J. Bracken 
Lee of Utah will participate as a “pro-critic” and Sylvia Porter of the New York Post as “anti-critic.” the 
The program will be televised over the Dumont network from 7:00 to 7:30. anc 
vet 
Book Front: A distinguished retired U.S. Army general, William H. Wilbur, has written an interesting 
book entitled Guide Posts to the Future — A New American Policy (Henry Regnery Company, Chicago. ial 
Price—$2.50), the best part of which concerns U. S. foreign policy. While the General’s recommenda- Br 
tions contain some muddy thinking (vide his proposal to keep U. S. membership in the UN, purely as a an 





“forum”) many of his thoughts reveal a certain realism which often marks men of our armed services. 






















th 
Thus, Wilbur advances a plea to take all foreign policies away from UN action and to execute any wi 
agreements through treaties directly between the U. S. and individual foreign nations. The General 
deems regional arrangements of a multilateral nature as only a second best procedure, but prefers them 
infinitely to working through the UN. In general, he shows no faith in multilateral agreements. de 
He remarks: “Direct action with individual nations has been the normal method of carrying on x 
diplomatic relations in the past. Experience has proven that it is the best way to accomplish solid per- o 
manent results. Each nation has special problems, special fears, special objectives which are particular if 
to it. If an attempt is made to make an omnibus agreement with a number of nations, the result is often n 
a compromise or a long delay with many times no result at all...” 4 
The General attaches what he calls a Foreign Policy Experience Chart, showing the superiority of uni- 7 
lateral over multilateral agreements, and from the standpoint of the national interests of the U. S. Thus 
under a column marked “Separate American Action” are listed as “successes,” the following: “Truman o 
Deal on Greece,” “Aid to Turkey,” “Berlin Airlift,” “German Banking System,” “Change of Orders to i 
the Seventh Fleet.” The Marshall Plan is labelled “partial success,” which is debatable. As failures, he - 
selects the following: “Secret Yalta Agreement,” “Potsdam Agreement,” “Libya’s Case,” “Syria and 





Lebanon,” “Covenant on Human Rights,” and most of the international agreements of the Korean war. 
To those gradually awakening from the false dream of collective security and international organization, 
Wilbur’s book should provide an effective vade mecum. 
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TOWARD DESPOTISM 
JUN By Wiis J. BALLINGER 


\ 


i>! 1" 
i oe par aha ‘to eradicate the indomitable Senator McCarthy the Eisenhower 
Administration Has apparently embarked on a series of moves which would take the 
nation a long way toward dictatorial government. Back of these tactics are reportedly 
left wing groups which have penetrated the Republican Party (indeed, are believed to 
be the decisive power in the White House) who see in the campaign against the Wis- 
consin Senator an opportunity to enhance greatly Executive power and hasten the estab- 
lishment of a socialist State in America. 

The Administration seeks to: (1) Continue the Truman ‘gag ordinance,” restraining 
the tongues of Executive employees who may appear before congressional committees, 
and enlarging upon it to the point of prohibiting employees to appear at all. (2) Pre- 
vent such informants from bringing to the attention of Congress questionable acts or 
practices in the Executive Branch. The inference to be drawn from Attorney General 
Brownell’s recent statement on the subject is that it should be made a criminal act for 
anyone to inform on the Executive to Congress. (3) As a complete stopper, to so revise 
the rules of congressional committees that, ostensibly to protect witnesses, these groups 
will be unable to make any effective investigation of the Executive. 

The nature of these proposals can be grasped only when related to the relentless 
drive toward autocratic government under the New and Fair Deal Administrations. 
Autocratic government is nothing but the supremacy of the Executive over the legisla- 
tive and the judiciary bodies. The process of converting the government of a free society 
into a despotism always begins with the progressive concentration of power (chiefly eco- 
nomic) in the Executive. The Executive is empowered to dispense gifts from the treasury 
to the citizenry who thus become inured to the enhancement of its prerogatives and privi- 
leges. As government spending mounts, the Executive acquires an ever greater control 
over the economic life of the nation. And when the people, including businessmen, are 
in effect reduced to employees of the Executive, when the legislature and the courts 
under the impact of the swollen powers of the Executive are also reduced to servility, 
freedom disappears. 


Thus, through the centuries free peoples have carelessly sold themselves into slavery. 
The delusion that an increasingly powerful government makes for increasing economic 
betterment serves as a soporific and, under its spell, the free society is transformed into a 
despotism peacefully and within the framework of democratic government; the democratic 
process is used to liquidate — 
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ipa MEN who drafted the American Constitution knew well that the danger to any 

free government is the Executive — that the secret of tyranny is simply an expan. 
sion of Executive power. To guard against this historical Achilles heel they restrained 
Congress from conferring excessive power upon the Executive and they limited the powers 
of the President so that he could not dominate Congress. Up to 1932 the Constitution 


pov 


in | 


on 
kept the Presidency within bounds, and it posed no threat to freedom in America. But J ind 
in less than twenty years under the New Deal, Communists, socialists and their dupes § the 
transformed the Presidency into the greatest economic colossus in history — the world’s — Juc 
biggest employer, banker, real estate owner and landlord, mortgage holder, insurance J pli 
institution, and the dispenser of a fantastic handout budget designed to undermine the — Ju 
self-reliance of the people and make them eager for more paternalism. 

When the New Deal went out of power in ’52 it had substituted for a Federal gov- J Cc 
ernment with strictly limited powers, one virtually without brakes in its power to invade § th 
the domain of private business, to tax and spend, to shower gifts upon its supporters. As —} on 
the Executive grew, the Congress and the courts manifested a tendency to goose-step to § tic 
its will. The Constitution had been thoroughly mutilated or bypassed and the American — th 
people embraced the doctrine of prosperity through government spending — a doctrine J of 
that through the ages has opened the road to despotism. gi 

The Eisenhower Administration shows no serious signs of attempting to reduce the — SU 
already dangerously swollen powers of the Presidency. On the contrary, it is bidding | 2 
directly for more Executive power — extending the unsound and fraudulent social security J 4 
system, furnishing at public expense life insurance policies to the hordes on the public © 
payroll, using public money to extend health benefits of private insurance companies, J & 
more appropriation for public housing, and so on. 

Now the moves of the Administration to squelch Senator McCarthy foreshadows } * 
a truly deadly enhancement of Executive power — and a final elimination of the Con- 3 
stitutional barriers to tyranny in the United States. ¢ 

' 
ag TRUMAN “GAG” ordinance was from its origin unconstitutional (from now on we v 
are simply retailing the opinions of eminent constitutional lawyers whom we have ( 





consulted). It was obviously promulgated by Truman to guard his Administration against 
the exposure of accumulated scandals. It was immediately assailed by the professional 
journalist’s fraternity — Sigma Delta Chi — as “duplicating the practices of totalitarian 
States which as one of their first steps seized control of the channels of communication 
and information to the people whom they later enslaved.” During 144 years of the 
Republic — including even the regime of FDR — no one ever thought of denying the 
right of Congress to question employees of the Executive. In the 1952 campaign the 
Republicans justly flayed the Truman “gag” ordinance as a long step towards 
totalitarianism. 
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Attorney General Brownell’s charge that McCarthy was upsetting the balance of 
power between the Executive and Congress, that he was in fact usurping Executive power 
in receiving data from informants about ignored FBI reports, is constitutionally false. 
The Administration apparently rests its case for confirming the Truman ‘“‘gag”’ ordinance 
on the premise that under the “separation of powers” theory, the Executive is entirely 
independent of Congress and that Congress has no right to find out how it is enforcing 
the laws of the land. The fact is that the Constitution makes both the Executive and the 
Judiciary dependent to a large degree upon the will of Congress and implicitly and ex- 
plicitly requires Congress to search out any wrongdoing in either the Executive or the 
Judiciary. 

The Constitution makes mention of only a President, Vice-President and a Supreme 
Court. The Senate shares in both the appointing and treaty power of the President. But 
the interesting fact is that any growth in the Executive or the courts could be achieved 
only in the soil of congressional appropriation, definement of duties and imposed restric- 
tions. Nearly all Executive and Judicial offices are created by Congress, which also has 
the power not only to abolish those offices at any time, but also to fix the compensation 
of every Federal employee including that of the President. Though the Constitution 
gives the Supreme Court appellate jurisdiction both as to law and fact, it adds ‘“‘with 
such exceptions and under such regulations as the Congress shall provide.” The inescap- 
able fact is that under the Constitution both the Executive and the courts are largely 
dependent on Congress, and out of this dependence is implicit the Constitutional right 
of Congress through investigative Committees to ferret out wrongdoing by either the 
Executive or the courts. 

How could Congress intelligently or wisely exercise its power to terminate old 
agencies of the Executive or establish new ones except through adequate investigation 
and inquiry? Should Congress give money to an Executive Department that is not 
enforcing the law, or is corrupt or is inefficiently wasting the -taxpayer’s sustenance? 
How can Congress possibly properly discharge its power of the purse without knowing 
what is going on in the Executive? Implicit in any intelligent exercise of the powers of 
Congress under the Constitution is the right and duty of Congress, through investigat- 
ing committees, to know how the Executive and the courts are behaving. The framers 
of the Constitution never intended that the Executive or the courts should be the judge 
of their own probity or efficiency. 

On the other hand, in giving to Congress the exclusive power of impeachment 
(power to remove from office the President or any subordinate and all judges) the 
Constitutional fathers explicitly recognized the right and duty of Congress to continually 
search the executive and the courts for wrongdoing. 

But, what about persons in the Executive who inform on the Executive to members 
of Congress (Brownell’s anguish). For 161 years of the Republic (including even the 








regime of Harry Truman), no one tried to stop such informants. Any member of 
Congress has the right to know about dereliction of duty on the part of the Executive, 
and the fact that the information transgresses a “confidential” or “top secret” imprint 
on a document does not abrogate that right. 


a THE EXECUTIVE by the simple stamping of a paper prevent Congress from 
carrying out its Constitutional function of keeping an eye on the Executive? Can 
the Executive thus protect itself from exposure of malfeasance or misfeasance? Where 
in the Constitution is it stipulated that Congress shall be deprived of its right of sur. 
veillance of the means taken to enforce the laws it passes? | 


Senator McCarthy is Chairman of a Senate committee expressly set up by the 
Senate to perform its Constitutional duty of watching the Executive Branch. Therefore, 
anyone who gives him information that may help him in this job is not giving it to an 
unauthorized person. He is giving it to an authorized person; he is not interfering with 
the enforcement of the law by the Executive but merely reporting to an authorized member 
of Congress the failure of such enforcement. 

Finally, Senator Prescott Bush (the Connecticut internationalist who voted to turn 
American soldiers over to foreign courts, and who voted against the proposed amendment 
to prevent a treaty from scuttling the Constitution) proposes a bill to revise the rules of 
congressional hearings, ostensibly to protect witnesses. Powerful left-wingers of the 
Democratic Party immediately rushed forward. The game is obvious — to get Congress 
to abdicate its Constitutional duty of exploring the Executive activities by ham-stringing 
its investigative committees. The truth is that there has been no abuse of witness by 
congressional committees. The collectivists merely want to prevent Congress from 
uncovering their sinister purposes. 


A distinguished constitutional lawyer, William Chamberlain, writing in the 
Financial and Commercial Chronicle, March 25, 1954, with long experience in the 
examination and cross-examination of witnesses, and who has made a special study of 
congressional investigative committees, concludes that the charge that witnesses before 
congressional committees have been abused is untrue. 


The Nation has already paid through the nose for Executive secrecy in foreign affairs, 
for it was by such practices that the Japs were provoked into attacking Pearl Harbor, 
that at Yalta, Quebec, and Potsdam, we sold nationalist China down the river to the 
Reds, betrayed Poland and Yugoslavia, and made inevitable the war in Korea. If now 
the present Republican Administration — supposedly in office to correct the pro-Red acts 
of Roosevelt and Truman — can succeed in completely enveloping the American Presidency 
in secrecy, the days of the Republic are assuredly numbered. 





WILLIS BALLINGER, noted economist, is author of By Vote of The People (Charles Scribner, 1946). 
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